
INDIVIDUALS
IND125 – Sherry Miller

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding the presence of a mine is 
noted.  See the response to comment IND6-5 regarding 
construction in proximity to active and inactive mines. 

IND125-1

Based on the information provided by the landowner as well as 
our research for gas and oil wells within the area, we 
acknowledge that the referenced plugged well would be within 
Rover’s construction workspace. Section 4.1.5 of the EIS 
discusses mitigation measures for construction within 10 feet of a 
gas well including warning signs, safety fences, hot work 
permits, and minimizing welding activities. 

IND125-2

The commentor’s statement that Rover’s mitigation measures for 
the pet cemetery are not sufficient are noted, however we believe 
that the implementation of the air bridge would avoid 
disturbances to the landowner’s pet cemetery.  We encourage the 
landowner to continue to work with Rover to identify any 
additional mitigation measures that would alleviate their concerns 
regarding the cemetery. 

IND125-4

Rover would be responsible for contracting a company to 
conduct all pre- and post-construction monitoring of wells.  If 
construction of the Project results in negative impacts on the well 
and water supply, Rover would compensate the landowner for a 
new well or arrange for an alternate water supply.  We are 
recommending in section 4.3 that Rover provide landowners with 
the results of all well testing. 

IND125-3

T-811
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INDIVIDUALS
IND125 – Sherry Miller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment IND67-3 regarding route selection.IND125-5

Construction of the Project would not prevent farmers from 
continuing to cultivate fields crossed by the Project.  Tree 
farmers would be limited to planting trees outside of the 
permanent right-of-way.  See the response to comment CO19-41 
regarding transport by truck or train.  See the response to 
comment CO3-6 regarding the applicants’ stated purpose and 
need. 

IND125-6

The commentor’s request to deny the Project is noted.IND125-7

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND125 – Sherry Miller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

T-813
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INDIVIDUALS
IND125 – Sherry Miller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND125 – Sherry Miller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

T-815
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INDIVIDUALS
IND126 – David Daniel & Jeanne Littlefield Daniel Trust

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding Rover’s reroute and its 
responses to the commentor are noted. 

IND126-1

The presence of the various wetland complexes were assessed as 
part of our review of the requested reroutes.  See response to 
comment IND84-1 regarding the requested reroute.

IND126-2

The commentor’s statement regarding coordination with the 
federal and state agencies is noted.  Rover is continuing to 
coordinate with the appropriate agencies regarding mitigation for 
Project impacts. 

IND126-3
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INDIVIDUALS
IND127 – David Daniel & Jeanne Littlefield Daniel Trust

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding Rover’s lack of 
transparency is noted.

IND127-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND128 – Sherry L. Miller

Individuals Comments

For a discussion of pipeline safety see the response to comment 
LA3-1.

IND128-1

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND129 – Lisa A. Teague

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project and request for the 
FERC to complete its review in a timely manner are noted.

IND129-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND130 – M. Mohn

Individuals Comments

Impacts on water resources throughout the Project area are 
discussed in section 4.3 of this EIS.  Rover has developed Spill 
Prevention and Response Procedures that provide measures to 
minimize impacts due to the inadvertent spill or release of fuel, 
lubricant, or hazardous materials during construction of the 
Rover Project.

IND130-1

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND131 – David Daniel & Jeanne Littlefield Daniel Trust

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s request to extend the comment period is noted.  
Staff has continued to accept and review comments received after 
the close the comment period up until the issuance of the final 
EIS.

IND131-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND132 – Karen Jones

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statements in opposition to the Project are 
noted.  For a discussion of pipeline safety see the response to 
comment LA3-1.

IND132-1

The commentor’s statements in opposition to the Project are 
noted.  See the response to comment IND48-6 regarding export.

IND132-2
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INDIVIDUALS
IND133 – Frank Zaski

Individuals Comments

As discussed in sections 2.0 and 3.0 of the EIS, the Rover 
Pipeline Project no longer terminates at the Dawn Hub in 
Ontario, but terminates at the Vector Meter Station in Livingston 
County, Michigan.  See the response to comment CO3-6 
regarding need.  As stated in section 1.1 of the EIS, Rover has 
executed binding precedent agreements for all but 0.15 Bcf/d of 
the pipeline’s total capacity. 

IND133-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND133 – Frank Zaski (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND134 – Lawrence Goff

Individuals Comments

Impacts on water resources throughout the Project area are 
discussed in section 4.3 of this EIS.  Impacts and mitigation for 
groundwater resources, including the use of “trench plugs” to 
minimize the flow of water in the pipeline trench are discussed in 
section 4.3.1.7 of the EIS. 

IND134-1

Our analysis and conclusions regarding the requested reroute are 
provided in table 3.4.3-3 of the EIS.  Based on our analysis, we 
determined that the proposed route is acceptable and we are not 
recommending a reroute through this parcel.  Rover would install 
trench plugs in the trenchline in accordance with its Procedures.

IND134-2
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INDIVIDUALS
IND134 – Lawrence Goff (cont'd)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND134 – Lawrence Goff (cont'd)

Individuals Comments

T-827
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INDIVIDUALS
IND134 – Lawrence Goff (cont'd)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND134 – Lawrence Goff (cont'd)

Individuals Comments

T-829
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INDIVIDUALS
IND135 – Judith Goshe

Individuals Comments

Impacts on agricultural land are discussed in section 4.8.4 of the 
EIS.

IND135-1

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND136 – Katherine Haselberger

Individuals Comments
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INDIVIDUALS
IND136 – Katherine Haselberger (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

The presence of multiple pipelines on the commentor’s parcel is 
noted.  The commentor’s request that the pipeline be constructed 
to replace an existing abandoned pipeline is noted. 

IND136-1

The commentor’s statement regarding unions is noted.  All 
environmental comments are considered by Commission staff 
with equal weight regardless of the entity of the submitter.

IND136-2

See the response to comment CO19-42 regarding compensation 
for timber.  See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding 
eminent domain.

IND136-3
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment FA4-5 regarding soil compaction.  
See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity 
and restoration.  Given that topsoil would be segregated prior to 
construction, and Rover’s measures to minimize compaction, the 
biological activity in the soil is not expected to be significantly 
impacted. 

IND137-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Slight warming of the ground near the pipeline is possible, but 
would not be expected to occur in such changes to significantly 
impact  the surface temperature of the soil. 

IND137-2

Based on Rover’s adherence to its CMPs and our 
recommendations in the EIS, we conclude that Rover’s impacts 
on agricultural lands would be short-term.  These measures 
include mitigation for compaction, drain tile repairs, drainage 
repairs, invasive species mitigation, and restoration.  Rover has 
committed to voluntarily implement several of the mitigation 
measures discussed by the commentor or in accordance with 
landowner negotiations. 

IND137-3

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding eminent domain.IND137-4
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding eminent domain.  
See the response to comment CO14-3 regarding property values. 

IND137-5

The FERC staff have experience in multiple resource areas, 
including agricultural.  Additionally, we review all comments 
submitted by landowners in order to identify areas of concern and 
potential mitigation measures.  A thorough analysis of impacts on 
agricultural lands, including several recommendations from our 
staff, are included in section 4.8.4. 

IND137-6
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

T-837
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND137 – Roger Maurer and David Maurer (cont’d)

Individuals Comments
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INDIVIDUALS
IND138 – James McNaull and Greg McNaull

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment CO14-3 regarding drain tile plans.  
See the response to comment CO9-2 regarding impacts on drain 
tile and associated mitigation and restoration measures. 

IND138-2

See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity 
and restoration. 

IND138-3

See the response to comment CO9-2 regarding impacts on drain 
tile and associated mitigation and restoration measures. 

IND138-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND138 – James McNaull and Greg McNaull (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding Project need. IND138-4

T-841
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INDIVIDUALS
IND138 – James McNaull and Greg McNaull (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND139 – Michael O. Schmuki

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity 
and restoration.

IND139-1

An analysis and our conclusions regarding this parcel is provided 
in table 3.4.3-3 of the EIS.

IND139-2

Slight warming of the soil immediately surrounding the pipeline 
is possible, but would not be expected to significantly raise the 
surface temperature of the soil.  

IND139-4

Farming, including passage of tractors and plowing, over buried 
pipelines is a common practice and would not be prohibited by 
installation of the pipeline.  Weight limits should be determined 
during easement negotiations with Rover.

IND139-3
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INDIVIDUALS
IND140 – Ryan Zoller

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding the quality of the work by 
tradesman and pipeline workers is noted. 

IND140-1

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND141 – Ryan Zoller

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding to positive impact on jobs 
and the economy is noted. 

IND141-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND141 – Ryan Zoller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND142 – Sherry L. Miller

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s request that the Project be denied is noted.IND142-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND142 – Sherry L. Miller (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

Appendix T
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INDIVIDUALS
IND143 – John I. Klotzle

Individuals Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding poor treatment from 
Rover are noted.  See the response to comment CO19-42 
regarding compensation for timber.  See the response to comment 
CO11-1 regarding landowner negotiations and eminent domain.  
Property values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of the EIS.

IND143-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND143 – John I. Klotzle (cont’d)

Individuals Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.

IND143-2
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-853
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-855
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO20-14 regarding the FERC’s 
conclusions for impacts on soils.  See the response to comment 
CO9-2 regarding drain tile systems.  See also the response to 
comment IND55-1 regarding restoration requirements.

PM1-1
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment IND21-5 regarding drainage.PM1-2

The commentor’s statement about worker training is noted.  The 
commentor’s support for the Project is noted.

PM1-3
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.

PM1-4

See the response to comment IND20-2 regarding restoration and 
crop productivity.

PM1-5
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations.

PM1-6

See the response to comment CO14-2 regarding drain tile plans.PM1-7

See the response to comment IND20-6 regarding a reroute on the 
commentor’s parcel.

PM1-8
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM1-9
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO20-8 regarding the use of the 
term pipeline in the EIS.

PM1-10
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment FA4-5 regarding soil compaction.PM1-12

See the response to comment CO14-2 regarding drain tile plans.PM1-11
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-3 regarding the financial 
stability of the Project.

PM1-13
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment IND20-2 regarding restoration and 
crop productivity.

PM1-14
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s submittal of photos is noted.PM1-15

See the response to comment IND23-9 regarding construction in 
wet conditions.  Additionally, Rover would be limited to 
designated travel lanes to move equipment along the right-of-
way.

PM1-16
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Section 4.8.4 discusses impacts and mitigation for agricultural 
lands.

PM1-17
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity.  
See also the response to comment CO11-1 regarding easement 
negotiations.

PM1-18

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.

PM1-19

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.  See the response to comment 
CO15-3 regarding easement agreements.

PM1-20
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO14-4 regarding property values.PM1-21
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO14-2 regarding the drain tile 
plans.  The commentor’s statement regarding difficulties in 
working with Rover is noted.

PM1-22
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding good faith negotiations is 
noted.  See the responses to comments CO11-1 and IND79-4 
regarding negotiations.

PM1-23
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM1-24
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s disagreement with our conclusions regarding 
property values is noted.

PM1-25
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline safety.PM1-26

See the response to comment CO20-52 regarding the use of 
triple-ditch construction.

PM1-27
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to CO9-2 regarding restoration of drainage tiles.  
See the response to comment CO9-1 regarding crop productivity.  
See the response to comment FA4-5 regarding soil compaction.  
See the response to comment FA4-38 regarding tree clearing.  
See the response to comment FA6-2 regarding threatened and 
endangered bat species.  Rover’s reroute between MPs MS 7.6 
and MS 8.8 would avoid impacts on 2.9 acres of forested land, 
including 1.3 acres of forested wetland, compared to the route 
proposed in Rover’s February 2015 application.  Additionally no 
new landowners were impacted by the reroute; however, the 
route on the affected landowners’ parcels was affected and did 
result in additional agricultural impacts.  Based on our 
assessment of the proposed route, we conclude that the proposed 
route is the preferred route.

PM1-28
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding mitigation measures to be 
used are noted.  The commentor’s support for the Project is 
noted.

PM1-29

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

A discussion of the estimated costs for the Project are provided in 
section 4.9 of the EIS.

PM1-30
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding easement 
negotiations.

PM1-31

T-883
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding discarded concrete is 
noted.  See the response to comment IND120-1 regarding the 
landowner helpline.

PM1-32

The commentor’s statement regarding discarded cigarettes is 
noted.  See the response to comment IND120-1 regarding the 
landowner helpline.

PM1-33

The commentor’s statements regarding lack of communication 
with Rover is noted.  As part of Rover’s application submittal, as 
well subsequent updates, Rover has provided HDD Plans for 
each HDD location, including information on the location of 
entry and exit sites.  The HDD entry site would be located on the 
east side of the river, while the exit pit would be on the west side.

PM1-34
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding disposal of trash is noted.  
The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.

PM1-35
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 – Patrick Henry Middle School, Hamier, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH 

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d) 

Public Meeting Comments

T-889
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d) 

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d) 

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d) 

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM2-1
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding the training and 
experience of workers is noted.  The commentor’s support for the 
Project is noted.

PM2-2
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM2-3

T-897
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM2-4
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM2-5T-899
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM2-6
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding dry-ditch crossings is 
noted.  A discussion of dry-ditch crossings and our 
recommendation can be found in section 4.3 of the EIS.  The 
commentor’s support for the Project is noted.

PM2-7
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 – Fayette High School, Fayette, OH (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-907
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-909
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement approving of Rover’s mitigation 
measures is noted. 

PM3-1
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

We assume the commentor is referring to the recommendation in 
section 4.4.3 limiting clearing between HDD entry and exit sites 
to minor brush clearing less than 3 feet wide.  This 
recommendation applies solely to clearing between HDD entry 
and exit pits.  For all other locations where the right-of-way is 
within forested land, Rover would adhere to the right-of-way 
widths listed in table 2.2.1-2, unless otherwise specified by the 
FERC.

PM3-2
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-3 regarding the financial 
stability of the Project.

PM3-3

As discussed in section 3.1.1, Michigan’s 21st Century Electric 
Energy Plan was used to provide information on energy 
conservation and energy efficiency in the state of Michigan; 
particularly support for the integration of renewable resources 
into the state’s energy supplies.  It was not used to provide 
market information for natural gas. 

PM3-4

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding the purpose and 
need of the Project.

PM3-5
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-3 regarding the financial 
stability of the Project.

PM3-6

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need of the 
Project.

PM3-7
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding LNG export facilities and 
amount of natural gas in the United States are noted.  See the 
response to comment CO3-6 regarding need.

PM3-8
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment IND57-6 regarding alternatives and 
pipeline capacity.  See the response to comment CO3-3 regarding 
the financial stability of the applicants.

PM3-9

See the response to comment IND57-8 regarding the Nexus 
Project.

PM3-10
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The FERC staff conducts an impartial, independent review of all 
documentation provided by the applicants for the Projects.  See 
the response to comment CO3-3 regarding financial stability of 
the shippers.  See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding 
need.

PM3-11

T-917
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the updated discussion of the Market Segment Alternative 
Section 2 in section 3.4.1.3.

PM3-12

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding safety.PM3-13

The commentor’s statements regarding safety at Silver Lake 
State Park are noted.  See the response to comment LA3-1 
regarding safety. 

PM3-14

T-919
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding the Pinckney Recreation 
Area are noted.  Impacts on the Pinckney Recreation Area are 
discussed in section 4.8.5.3.

PM3-15

Rover would cross three wetlands within the Pinckney 
Recreation Area.  To date, MIDNR has not identified these 
wetlands as prairie fens.  A discussion of impacts on groundwater 
and mitigation measures can be found in section 4.3.1.7 of the 
EIS.  A discussion of major route alternatives considered for the 
Market Segment are discussion in Section 3.2.

PM3-16

Appendix T
T-920



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-921
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-17

Appendix T
T-922



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-923
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-18

Appendix T
T-924



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-19

T-925
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-20

T-927
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-21

Appendix T
T-928



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-929
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
T-930



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding eminent domain are 
noted.  See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding eminent 
domain.

PM3-22

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need.PM3-23

See the response to comment CO20-14 regarding the FERC’s 
conclusions for impacts on soils.  See also the response to 
comment IND55-1 regarding restoration requirements.

PM3-24

T-931
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s request to deny the Project is noted.  See the 
response to comment CO3-6 regarding need. 

PM3-25

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding safety.  As 
discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS, the primary health issue 
related to the proposed projects would be the risk associated with 
an unanticipated pipeline or compressor station failure.  Impacts 
on the environment and proposed mitigation are discussed 
throughout section 4.0 of the EIS.

PM3-26

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding Project need.PM3-27

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding Project need.PM3-28

The commentor’s statements in opposition to the Project are 
noted.  See the response to comment IND48-6 regarding export 
of gas.

PM3-29

T-933
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-30

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-935
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-31

T-937
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-32

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-33

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-34

T-939
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-35

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding the need to work with 
landowners is noted.

PM3-36

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-37

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-38

T-941
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the responses to comments LA3-1 and PM3-26 regarding 
pipeline safety.

PM3-39

As discussed in section 4.8.1.2 of the EIS, following 
construction, most activities and uses within open land and 
agricultural land would be able to continue.  However, some 
activities, such as the building of new commercial or residential 
structures, would be prohibited within the permanent right-of-
way. 

PM3-40

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding Project need.PM3-41

The commentor’s statements regarding benefits are noted.  See 
the response to comment IND54-8 regarding benefits to the local 
community.

PM3-42

See the response to comment CO7-2 regarding the use of 
mitigation funding.

PM3-43

T-943
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-945
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-947
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements in support of the Project are noted.PM3-44

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO15-3 regarding the role of 
negotiated easement agreements in the approval of the Project.

PM3-45

T-949
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

As stated in section 5.0 of the EIS, we recommend to the 
Commission that our recommendations for additional mitigation 
measures be attached as conditions to any authorization issued by 
the Commission.  Section 2.5.3 of the EIS provides a description 
of the third-party compliance monitors, which under the direction 
of the FERC, would conduct daily construction monitoring.  If 
the Project were approved, these third-party monitors would 
verify that the applicants complied with all conditions attached to 
the Order issued by the Commission.

PM3-46

See the response to comment CO15-12 regarding a programmatic 
EIS.  The commentor’s statements regarding the cumulative 
impacts section are noted.  However, as stated in section 4.13 of 
the EIS, our cumulative impacts analysis uses an approach 
consistent with the methodology set forth in relevant guidance 
issued by the CEQ and EPA.

PM3-47

T-951
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need.  See also 
the response to comment CO3-3 regarding financial stability of 
the applicants and the shippers.

PM3-48

The commentor’s statements regarding public convenience and 
necessity are noted.  See the responses to comments CO3-6 and 
IND54-8 regarding need and benefits to the community.

PM3-49

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding safety and risk are noted.  
See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding safety.

PM3-50

T-953
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Rover would pay for all pre- and post-construction monitoring of 
water wells within 150 feet of construction.  We have added a 
recommendation into section 4.3 requiring Rover to provide all 
results of pre- and post-construction testing to the landowners.

PM3-51

The commentor’s statement regarding our alternatives analysis is 
noted.

PM3-52

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project.

PM3-53

T-955
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project. 

PM3-54

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.PM3-55

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project.

PM3-56

T-957
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project.  Section 4.13 of the EIS provides a discussion of 
cumulative impacts, including the Nexus Pipeline Project.

PM3-57

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project.

PM3-58

See the response to comment CO3-3 regarding financial stability 
of the Project.

PM3-59T-959
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO15-11 regarding climate change.PM3-60

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.

PM3-61

The commentor’s statement regarding Rover is noted.  See the 
response to comment CO11-1 regarding eminent domain.

PM3-62

T-961
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding need for the 
Project.

PM3-63

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted. PM3-64

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statement regarding the decrease in demand for 
natural gas is noted.  See the response to comment CO3-6 
regarding need for the Project. 

PM3-65

See the response to comment CO19-4 regarding fracking.PM3-66

T-963
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO15-11 regarding climate change.  
See the response to comment IND48-6 regarding export of gas.

PM3-67

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding eminent domain.PM3-68

See the response to comment IND93-5 regarding pipeline safety 
and setbacks.

PM3-69

See the response to comment IND67-19 regarding low frequency 
noise.

PM3-70

T-965
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s opposition to the Project is noted.  The 
commentor’s opposition to the use of eminent domain is noted.  
The FERC takes public concerns very seriously and has 
attempted to provide opportunities for landowners to express 
their issues with the Project as it is proposed by the applicant.  In 
the attempt to hear from those affected by the Project the FERC 
held a public scoping period and a public comment period and 
additionally held 17 public meetings throughout the area of the 
Project.  More information on public involvement is contained in 
section 1.3 of the EIS.

PM3-71

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

As described in section 1.1 of the EIS, in addition to Canadian 
markets, this Project is intended to provide natural gas to markets 
in the Midwest and Gulf Coast regions.

PM3-72

T-967
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO19-4 concerning fracking.PM3-73

While it is true that there are other ways to create jobs, including 
the improvement of municipal water supplies, the development of 
mass transit, and the improvement of other infrastructure, those 
alternatives for job creation are not under review in this 
application.  Further, the Rover Project would not preclude any 
of that development in the future.

PM3-74

The commentor’s support for the Project and the improvement to 
safety that the new pipeline would provide over older pipelines 
are noted.

PM3-75

Appendix T
T-968



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

As discussed in appendix G and in section 4.8.4.1 of the EIS, 
Rover would allow the landowner the right to retain ownership of 
any cleared trees from landowner’s property and disposal would 
be negotiated prior to the start of clearing.  See the response to 
comment CO11-1 regarding landowner negotiations.

PM3-76

T-969
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support of the Project is noted.PM3-77

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO3-6 regarding the Project need.PM3-78

The commentor’s concern with Rover’s communications is 
noted.

PM3-79

The FERC understands that attending the comment meetings may 
impose a burden on landowners and the public and therefore also 
accepts comments through the mail or electronically.  The 
commentor’s statement regarding the easement negotiations with 
Rover are noted; however, the FERC is not involved in easement 
negotiations between a pipeline company and a landowner.

PM3-80

T-971
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 – Chelsea High School, Chelsea, MI (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-973
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-975
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-977
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-979
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-1

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-981
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-2

T-983
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-3

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-4

T-985
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-5

Appendix T
T-986



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-987
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Any project related facilities, including access roads, are 
reviewed by the FERC and the impacts are considered in the EIS 
and must receive Commissioner approval.  See the response to 
comment IND20-35 regarding negotiations for use of private 
access roads.  Our analysis and conclusions for the commentor’s
request regarding the access road on her property is provided in 
table 3.4.2-3.  Based on our analysis, we determined that the 
proposed access road is acceptable.

PM4-6

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Our analysis and conclusions for the commentor’s requested 
reroute is provided in table 3.4.3-3 of the EIS.  Based on our 
analysis, we determined that the proposed route is acceptable and 
we are not recommending a reroute through this parcel.

PM4-7

T-989
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s concerns regarding pipeline safety are noted.  
See also the response to comment LA3-1 regarding pipeline 
safety.

PM4-8

Appendix T
T-990



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-991
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Our analysis and conclusions for the commentor’s requested 
reroute is provided in table 3.4.3-3 of the EIS. 

PM4-9

See the response to comment PM4-7 regarding a reroute on the 
property.  Impacts on Property Values are discussed in section 
4.9.5 of the EIS.

PM4-10
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s concerns for the lack of a law restricting the 
distance from a residence and a pipeline are noted.

PM4-11

T-993
Appendix T



PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding landowner 
negotiations and eminent domain.

PM4-12

The commentor’s intention to file a requested alternative is 
noted.

PM4-13

The commentor’s statements are noted.PM4-14
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s intention to file a requested alternative is 
noted.

PM4-15

The commentor’s statement regarding the pipeline route located 
along the hillside above the commentor’s pond is noted.

PM4-16

Potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures regarding 
landslides are discussed in sections 4.1.3.4 and 4.1.5 of the EIS.  
As discussed in section 4.8.4.1 of the EIS, Rover would establish 
with the landowner an acceptable amount of time that the 
irrigation system could be offline.  Rover would compensate the 
landowner for damaged crops.  The commentor’s statements 
regarding survey permission are noted.  In areas where field 
survey access was denied by landowners, data were obtained 
from “desktop” sources as described in section 1.2 of the EIS.  
This information provides a reasonable basis for an assessment of 
resources and potential impacts.  If the project is certificated by 
the Commission, it conveys the right of eminent domain, 
including access for field surveys.  Rover must complete all 
remaining field surveys for agency permitting prior to FERC 
consideration of authorizing construction.

PM4-17
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s statements regarding inaccuracies are noted.PM4-18
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-19
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Appendix T
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-999
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support of the decision to adopt narrow right-
of-way in certain circumstances is noted.

PM4-20
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

The commentor’s support for the mitigation measures proposed 
by FERC is noted.

PM4-21
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

Our analysis and conclusions regarding a reroute on the parcel is 
provided in table 3.4.3-3 of the EIS.  See the response to 
comment CO11-1 regarding easement negotiations.

PM4-22

See the response to comment CO11-1 regarding easement 
negotiations.

PM4-23
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the response to comment PM4-22 regarding the landowners 
re-route request.

PM4-24

The commentor’s support for the Project is noted.PM4-27

All comments received prior to issuance of the draft EIS were 
reviewed by FERC staff.  As stated in section 1.3 of the EIS, 
substantive questions and concerns were addressed in the draft 
EIS.  Comment letters received between issuance of the draft EIS 
and the final EIS, as discussed in section 1.3 of the EIS, are 
addressed in appendix T.

PM4-25

As discussed in section 4.13.6.8 of the EIS, Rover has estimated 
that the Project pipeline facilities would employ an average of 
9,998 workers for the various pipeline laterals, mainlines and 
segments, with fluctuations as high as 14,225 workers.  Local 
hires and local union halls would supply approximately 50 
percent of the workforce for such jobs as surveyors, welders, 
equipment operators, and general laborers.  Rover estimates that 
the proposed compressor station would employ between 156 and 
196 workers on a regular basis during construction with 
fluctuations as high as 250 workers.

PM4-26

Impacts on Property Values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of the 
EIS.

PM4-28
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

See the responses to comments LA3-1 and IND51-5 regarding 
pipeline safety.

PM4-29

Impacts on Property Values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of the 
EIS.

PM4-30
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 – Barker Memorial Building, Paden City, WV (cont’d)

Public Meeting Comments

T-1005
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